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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 04/27/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In response to the argument that the limitation of a server is not taught by prior art. 
The function of the server that is being claimed by apphcant (i.e. making it possible for a first 
node to receive a file from a second node) is consistent with the service that is provided by a 
router as known in the art. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US Patent No. 
6,510,154 by Mayes et al. 

In claim 1 , Mayes teaches about a method for optimizing private network "enterprise 
network" file transfers in a peer-to-peer pubUc network, the peer-to-peer public network 
"internet" including a plurality of nodes (Fig 2, 56, 52), wherein at least two of the node are part 
of a same private network, the method comprising the steps of (Fig 2): 
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(a) receiving by the server (router 48 function) a search request from a first node for 
a file (Col 4, Hne 65-Col 5 line 5) (Col 3, lines 25-45); (a search constitute the following 
operations). 

(b) determining by the server that the file is stored on a second node (Col 4, line 55- 
Col 5, line 5); 

(c) determining by the server that the first and second nodes are part of the same 
private network (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5); and 

(d) instructing the second node to transfer the file to the first node over the private 
network instead of the pubHc network (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5). 

Li claim 2, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 1 further wherein step (a) includes the 
step of registering a client IP address, a subnet mask, and a peer IP address of both the first and 
second nodes with the server (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5). (This is consistent with a router table 
within a router). 

In claim 3, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 2 wherein step (a) further includes the 
step of registering with the server whether network address translation (NAT) has been 
performed on the first and second nodes and whether the first and second nodes are directly 
reachable from other nodes on the public network or unreachable (Col 5, lines 45-55), (Col 6, 
lines 40-50); (This is done during ICMP operation). 
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In claim 4, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 3 wherein step (a) further includes the 
step of determining that NAT has been performed on a particular node when the node's client DP 
address does not match the node's peer IP address (Col 6, lines 40-50). 

In claim 5, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 4 wherein step (a) further includes the 
step of determining that a particular node is directly reachable from other nodes on the public 
network when the server can connect with the node using the node's client IP address (Col 6, 
Hnes 40-50). (Without a NAT in between source and destination this is expected result). 

In claim 6, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 2 wherein step (a) further includes the 
step of storing the client IP address, a subnet mask, and a peer IP address of both the first and 
second nodes in a node registry (Col 4, Hne 55- Col 5, line 5) (Col 11, lines 50-60). (This is 
consistent with a router table within a router). 

In claim 7, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 1 wherein step (a) further includes the 
step of allowing a user of the first node to enter search terms for finding a particular file (Col 3, 
lines 25-35). 

In claim 8, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 7 wherein step (b) further includes the 
steps of querying a database containing file names with the search terms to find file names 
matching the search terms, and by identifying nodes containing the matching file, including the 
second node (Col 3, lines 25-35). 
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In claim 9, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 4 wherein step (c) further includes the 
steps of: 

(i) determining that the second node is part of the same private 
network as the first node, and therefore locally reachable by the 
first node, when (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5) 

(1) NAT has been performed on both the first and second nodes and at the peer IDs of 
both the first and second nodes match, or (Col 6, lines 15-25) 

(2) NAT has not been performed on either the first and second nodes and the subset IDs 
of each first and second nodes match (Col 3, lines 25-35). 

In claim 10, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 9 wherein step (c) further includes 
the steps of: 

(ii) returning a list of search results from the server to the first node, where the list 
includes the identities and addresses of the matching nodes, IP addresses, and subnet masks (Col 
3, lines 25-35), 

In claim 11, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 10 wherein step (c)(ii) further 
includes the step of sorting the search results first by locally reachable nodes followed by the 
directly reachable nodes (Col 3, Hnes 25-35). 

In claim 12, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 10 wherein step (d) further includes 
the steps of: 



Application/Control Number: 09/8 1 4,426 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2144 

(i) using the client IP address of the second node to send a request for the file from 
the first node to the second node (Col 6, lines 40-50); and 

(ii) sending the file from the second node to the first node using the client IP address 
of the first node (Col 6, lines 40-50). 

In claim 13, Mayes teaches about a peer-to-peer pubUc network, comprising 
at least one server coupled to the public network (Fig 2, 34); 

a first plurality of nodes coupled to the pubHc network (Col 5, lines 5-15); (The many 
destination on the internet) 

a private network "Enterprise Network" including first and second nodes (Fig 2, 56, 52) 
coupled to the public network, wherein when the server receives a search request from a first 
node for a file, the server (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5) (Col 3, lines 25-45). 

determines that the file is stored on the second node (Col 3, lines 25-35) (Col 4, line 55- 
Col 5, line 5), 

determines that the first and second nodes are part of the same private network (Col 4, 
line 55- Col 5, line 5), and 

instructs the first node to request the file from the second node, such that the file is 
transferred from the second node to the first node over the private network instead of the public 
network (Col 3, lines 25-35) (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5). 
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In claim 14, Mayes teaches about a network of claim 13 wherein a cUent IP address, a 
subnet mask, and a peer IP address of both the first and second nodes are registered with the 
server (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5). (This is consistent with a router table within a router). 

In claim 15, Mayes teaches about a pubHc network of claim 14 wherein the server 
registers whether network address translation (NAT) has been performed on the first and second- 
nodes and whether the first and second nodes are directly reachable from other nodes on the 
public network or unreachable (Col 5, lines 45-55) (Col 6, lines 40-50). (This is done during 
ICMP operation). 

In claim 16, Mayes teaches about a pubHc network of claim 15 wherein it is determined 
that NAT has been performed on a particular node when the node's client IP address does not 
match the node's peer IP address (Col 6, lines 40-50). 

In claim 17, Mayes teaches about a public network of claim 16 wherein it is determined 
that a particular node is directly reachable from other nodes on the public network when the 
server can connect with the node using the node's client IP address (Col 6, lines 40-50). (Without 
a NAT in between source and destination this is expected result). 

In claim 18, Mayes teaches about a public network of claim 17 wherein the cHent IP 
address, a subnet mask, and a peer EP address of both the first and second nodes are stored in a 
node registry (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5) (Col 11, lines 50-60). (This is consistent with a router 
table within a router). 
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In claim 19, Mayes teaches about a public network of claim 13 wherein a user of the first 
node enters search terms for finding a particular file (Col 3, lines 25-35). 

In claim 20, Mayes teaches about a public network of claim 18 wherein it is determined 
the file is stored on the second node by querying a database containing file names with the search 
terms to find file names matching the search terms, and by identifying nodes containing the 
matching file, including the second node (Col 3, lines 25-35). 

In claim 21, Mayes teaches about a public network of claim 16 wherein it is determined 
that the second node is part of the same private network as the first node, and therefore locally 
reachable by the first node, when 1) NAT has been performed on both the first and second nodes 
and at the peer IDs of both the first and second nodes match, or 2) NAT has not been performed 
on either the first and second nodes and the subnet IDs of each first and second nodes match (Fig 
2) (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5). 

In claim 22, Mayes teaches about a pubhc network of claim 21 wherein the server returns 
a Hst of search results is returned to the first node, where the list includes the identities and 
addresses of the matching nodes, IP addresses, and subnet masks (Col 3, lines 25-35). 

In claim 23, Mayes teaches about a public network of claim 22 wherein the search results 
are sorted first by locally reachable nodes followed by the directly reachable nodes (Col 3, lines 
25-35), 

In claim 24, Mayes teaches about a public network of claim 22 wherein the client IP 
address of the second node is used to send a request for the file from the first node to the second 
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node, and the file from the second node is sent to the first node using the client IP address of the 
first node (Col 6, lines 40-50). 

hi claim 25, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium containing program 
instructions for optimizing private network "Enterprise network" file transfers in a peer-to-peer 
public network, the peer-to peer public network "internet" including a plurality of nodes, 
wherein at least two of the node are part of a same private network (Fig 2, 52, 56), the program 
instructions for (Fig 2) (Col 3, lines 50-65): 

(a) receiving by the server a search request from a first node for a file (Col 3, lines 25- 

45); 

(b) determining by the server that the file is stored on a second node (Col 4, line 55- Col 
5, line 5); 

(c) determining by the server that the first and second nodes are part of the same private 
network (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5); and 

(d) instructing the second node to transfer the file to the first node over the private 
network instead of the public network (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5). 

hi claim 26, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium of claim 25 fiirther 
wherein instruction (a) includes the instruction of registering a client EP address, a subnet mask, 
and a peer EP address of both the first and second nodes with the server (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, 
line 5). (This is consistent with a router table within a router). 
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In claim 27, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium of claim 26 wherein 
instruction (a) further includes the instruction of registering with the server whether network 
address translation (NAT) has been performed on the first and second nodes and whether the first 
and second nodes are directly reachable from other nodes on the public network or unreachable 
(Col 5, lines 45-55) (Col 6, lines 40-50). (This is done during ICMP operation). 

In claim 28, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium of claim 27 wherein 
instruction (a) further includes the instruction of determining that NAT has been performed on a 
particular node when the node's client IP address does not match the node's peer EP address (Col 
6, Hnes 40-50). 

In claim 29, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium of claim 28 wherein 
instruction (a) further includes the instruction of determining that a particular node is directly 
reachable from other nodes on the public network when the server can connect with the node 
using the node's client IP address (Col 6, lines 40-50). 

In claim 30, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium of claim 26 wherein 
instruction (a) further includes the instruction of storing the client IP address, a subnet mask, and 
a peer IP address of both the first and second nodes in a node registry (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 
5) (Col 1 1 , lines 50-60). (This is consistent with a router table within a router). 

In claim 31, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium of claim 25 wherein 
instruction (a) further includes the instruction of allowing a user of the first node to enter search 
terms for finding a particular file (Col 3, lines 25-35). 
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In claim 32, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium of claim 30 wherein 
instruction (b) further includes the instructions of querying a database containing file names with 
the search terms to find file names matching the search terms, and by identifying nodes 
containing the matching file, including the second node (Col 3, lines 25-35). 

In claim 33, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium of claim 28 wherein 
instruction (c) fiirther includes the instructions of: 

(i) determining that the second node is part of the same private network as the first node, 
and therefore locally reachable by the first node, when (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5) 

(1) NAT has been performed on both the first and second nodes and at the peer IDs of 
both the first and second nodes match (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5), or 

(2) NAT has not been performed on either the first and second nodes and the subnet EDs 
of each first and second nodes match (Col 6, lines 15-25). 

In claim 34, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium of claim 33 wherein 
instruction (c) fiirther includes the instructions of: 

(ii) returning a list of search results fi-om the server to the first node, where the list 
includes the identities and addresses of the matching nodes, IP addresses, and subnet masks (Col 
.3, lines 25-35). 

In claim 35, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium of claim 34 wherein 
instruction (c)(ii) further includes the instruction of sorting the search results first by locally 
reachable nodes followed by the directly reachable nodes (Col 3, lines 25-35). 

In claim 36, Mayes teaches about a computer readable medium of claim 34 wherein 
instruction (d) fiirther includes the instructions of 
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(i) using the client IP address of the second node to send a request for the file from 
the first node to the second node; and 

(ii) sending the file from the second node to the first node using the client IP address 
of the first node. 

In claim 37, Mayes teaches about a method for optimizing private network "enterprise 
network" file transfers in a peer-to-peer public network "internet" , the peer-to-peer public 
network including a server and a plurality of nodes, wherein a first node and a second node (Fig 
2, 48, 52, 56)are part of a same private network, the method comprising the steps of (Fig 2): 

(a) registering with the server whether network address translation (NAT) has been 
performed on the first and second nodes and whether the first and second nodes are directly 
reachable from other nodes on the pubHc network (Col 5, lines 45-55) (Col 6, lines 40-50); 

(b) receiving a search request from the first node for a file (Col 3, lines 25-35); 

(c) determining that the file is stored on the second node (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 

5); 

(d) determining that the second node is part of the same private network as the first 
node, and therefore locally reachable by the first node (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5), when 

(i) NAT has been performed on both the first and second nodes and at the peer IDs of 
both the first and second nodes match (Col 6, lines 40-50), 
or 
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(ii) NAT has not been performed on either the first and second nodes and the subnet 
IDs of each first and second nodes match (Col 6, lines 40-50). 

(e) using the second node to transfer the file to the first node over the private network 
instead of the public network (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5). 

In claim 38, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 37 further wherein step (a) includes 
the step of registering a client EP address, a subnet mask, and a peer IP address of both the first 
and second nodes with the server (Col 4, line 55- Col 5, line 5). (This is consistent with a router 
table within a router). 

In claim 39, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 38 wherein step (a) further includes 
the step of determining that NAT has been performed on a particular node when the node's client 
IP address does not match the node's peer IP address (Col 6, lines 40-50). 

In claim 40, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 39 wherein step (a) further includes 
the step of determining that a particular node is directly reachable from other nodes on the public 
network when the server can connect with the node using the node's client IP address (Col 6, 
lines 40-50). (Without a NAT in between source and destination this is expected result). 

In claim 41, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 40 wherein step (d) further includes 
the step of returning a list of search results from the server to the first node, where the list 
includes the identities and addresses of the matching nodes, IP addresses, and subnet masks (Col 
3, lines 25-35). 
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In claim 42, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 41 wherein step (d) further includes 
the step of sorting the search results first by locally reachable nodes followed by the directly 
reachable nodes (Col 3, lines 25-35). 

In claim 43, Mayes teaches about a method of claim 42 wherein step (e) further includes 
the steps of: 

(i) using the client EP address of the second node to send a request for the file from the 
first node to the second node (Col 6, lines 40-50); and 

(ii) sending the file from the second node to the first node using the client IP address of 
the first node (Col 6, lines 40-50). 

Conclusion 

3. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejecfion presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final acfion is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final acfion and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated fi^om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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4. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. 



US 6,058,431 by Srisuresh et al. teaches about a system and method for network address 
translation as an external service in the access server of a service provider. 

US 6,381,646 by Zhang et al. teaches about a multiple network connections from a single 
PPP Hnk with partial network address translation. 
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